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REMAKKS 



This supplemental amendment is submitted in accordance Mdlh 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(a)(2)(C) as 
presenting arguments limited to amendments that would place the application in condition for 
allowance . Claims 7, 8 and 14 have been amended, claims 10 and 19 have been canceled and 
claim 1-6, 1 1-13 and 20-23 have been withdrawn by way of the presait amendment. 
Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

in the outstanding Office Action, the title of the invention was indicated as not being 
descriptive; the specification was objected to due to including a copyright notice tiiat did not 
comply with 37 CFR Section L71(d) and 1.71(e); claims 7-10, 14-16 and 19 wercprovisionaUy 
rejected on he grounds of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable 
overclaims 18-20, 23 and24ofcopendingUSPatent Application No. 11/111,757; claims 7, 10 
and 19 were provisionally rejected on the grounds of nonstatulDry obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 12 and 18 of copending U.S. Patent application No. 
U/111,781; claims 7, 10, 14-I6and 19 were provisionally rejected on the grounds of 
nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 18-20, 23 and 
24 of copending U.S. Patent application No. 1 1/259,634; claims 7-10, 14-16 and 19 were 
provisionally rejected on the giounds of nonstatutoiy obviousness-type double patenting as being 
unpatentable overclaims 101-103, 106 and 107 of copending U.S. Patent application No. 
1 1/259,885; claims 10 and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 1 12, Z"'' paragmph, as being 
indefinite; claims 8 and 9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 1 12, 2"* patagrqih, due to being 
indefinite; claims 7 and 8 were rejected under 35 U,S.C. Section 102(c) as being anticipated by 
US Patent No. 6,769»903 (Motshedetal.); claims 10, 14, 15 and 19 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being anticipated by US Patent No. 5,802,585 (Scales etaU : claim 9 
was rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morshed etal . in view 
of Scales et al.i claim 16 was rejected under 35 U.S.C Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Scales et al.> as applied to claim 14 above and furtiier in view of Morshed eta) .: and claims 17 
and 18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over Scales et al .. as 
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applied to claim 14 above, and fiirther in view of US Patoit Application Publicatioii US 
2004/0163077 Dimpsevetal . 

35 USCSeaioH 102 R^ections 

Claims 7 and 8 were rqected under 35 U.5.C. Section 102(c) as being anticipated 
Morshed et_al . Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claim 7 has been amended to clarify the invention- In particular, claim 7 has beep 
amended to recite: 

written to operate onJ v on a single computer onto each of a 
plurality of computers interconnectable via a communications linfc 
and different portions of said application program being 
substantially simultmeoosly executable on each one of said 
plurality of con^uters with each one of the pluiality of computers 
having an independent local memory accessible only by the 
corresponding portion of the application program. 

Support for the amendment is provided at least at page 5, line 29 to 33 and shown at least in FIG. 
5 and FIG. 8 of the specification as shown below. 
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In particulBr, as shown in FIG. 5 and FIG. 8 above, "each of the machines operates with the same 
code and data on each machine and thus all of the machines have the same code and data, as 
cited at page 5, line 29 to 33. Li addition, the code stoied on each machine (i.e., JVM#1 , 
JVM#2, etc.) has been modified by the same nilcsi (or substantially the same rules since minor 
optimising changes are pennitted). Therefore, the amendment raises no question of new matter. 

As discussed in the previous response, Morshed et al . discloses a coordinated 

application monitoring in a distributed confuting environment (emphasis added).' However, 

Morshed ct al nowhere discloses as amended claims 7 and 14 recite: 

loading an application prograin written to operate only on 
a single computer onto each of a pluiaUty of computers 
interconnectable via a communications link, and different portions 
of s^d application program bemg substantially simultaneously 
executable on each one of said plurality of computers with each 
one of the plurality of computers having an independent local 
memory accessible only by the corresponding portion of the 
application program, (emphasis added). 

That is, in contrast to the clahns 7 and claim 14, which recite: ''an application program written to 
operate only on a single con^)ut^," Morshed et al. discloses a "distributed application." 



^ Mcffhcdctal. at Tide and ABSTRACT. 
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Moreover, it is respectHilly submitted that MorshedetaL is especially written to operate 
on two or more maclunes. This concept is illustrated at ¥1G, 30, as shown bclow» of Morehed et 
d is illustiated and disclosed when Morshedet al . describes: "a difitributed software application 
that executes in the system 1000 may include a portion of the software 1020 and also a portion of 
the software 1022 colleetivdy with interprocess communication mechanism 1024".^ 

Furthermore^ FIG. 37 of Morshed et al, as shown below indicates communication by 
remote procedure calls between the client 1020 and server 1022 of FIG. 30 during the 
^plication prograjn. That is, at least two computers are involved in executing the application 
program in Motshed ct al, Further, FIG, 36 shows a case where two or more con^uters (ix., 
1020d, 1022d and 1022e) are involved in executing the application program. 

FIG. 37 of Moshed ct al. 

CUgu lukiH icqucfl IS ■ ranstB pTKfldiire cbU ba ^fli^^ 
COcoc receivM 4 wtpmB ftnrai lemr iAbi peiftniiiiv wwatB procBdurfi tUl m «emr. 

Semz receives u izkcomois tqoMi fhw 1 dlflci la p«ribrai I rem^ 



Scmr iCQftaaCi4aoid|icupoiiKtoicUemBAcrpcz<«Diii9 



1104 



1106 



1108 



' M, at FIG. 30, column 33, lines 46-55. 
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FIGURE 30 
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Application No.; 10/830,042 

Docket No.: 22216-00003^US1 
distinguishthen^ver. ' •^'^ ''^-'^t thereon. patentably 

reasons as discussed above fivr vf« V J .. therefore, for the same 

SSWClOSR^eatons 

The arguments of response subau'tted on Mav 25 DMn ^ i. - • 
address the rejections of this section. ' ' " ^^^^ 

202.577.n«7^«« L^. ""^'"PP"'^' srepreserttative below at 
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AppIicantbeHev«„ofeeisdu.withthi.respons.. However, if a fee, s due, pl««,c 
2seourI>epositAcco«ntNo. 22-0185. und^OnlerNo.^^ 
undersigned is authorized to draw. 

D«ed: August 14. 2007 B^ftlly submitted. 



Electronic signature: /Myixm KeiA Wyche/' 
MyrcraKei4Wyclie 

Registration No.: 47,341 
CONNOLLY BOVE LODGE & MUT2 LLP 
1990 M Street, N.W., Suite 800 
WasWngttm, DC 2003$ 

(Kione) 202-33 1-7U1 
(Pax) 202-293-6229 
Agent for Applicant 
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